HH 



















9M 








Williams Assails Justice Dent. 

1 . 

On Withholding of •Bukins’ Tapes 






fi-ctmg national security, let- criminating; information or 
tin« the defense see only investigated leads 
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By John I*. MacKcime 

wwtuatiim p»iit a xai; wnt4» 

TIw Justice Department ^ “arguably relevant'* somethin^ thev ille- 1 

**has begun to lose its fee! to the criminal s case*. < 

for freedom'* by opposing But Williams said, “a Gov- 

full disclosure of tin? fruits ernment that has begun to Government has eonten 

of illegal electronic caves- wince at full disclosure is a in 

dropping attorney Edward Government that lias begun that admitted eavesdropping 

Bennett Williams told the to lose its feet fur freedom/* was not the source of evi- 

Supreme Court yesterday, Williams said. denre introd 

Williams, coimset for two He opposed the Depart- As for rta 
convicted extortionists who tr.ent's motion to modify the nwdi. Williams 

were victims of FBI "bug- Supreme Court’s Jan. 20 
ginc.** asked the Court to re- order opening eavesdrop 
quire Federal prosecutors to records for an attack on the 
turn over all its eavesdrop- extortion conviction of F^tix 
ping records of any defend- {Milwaukee Phil) Aldcrtsio. 
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aut whose home or office ^ reputed “enforcer** for a 


Government 
“mix the murals 
War with the 
administration of 
justice/' He said the 
Department mu>t w« 


had been the Urge! of mi- Chicago crime syndicate and consequences of full 

crophone surveillance. his co-defendant. Willie I. sure in deciding whel 

X. Alderman. prosecute. 


Solicitor General Erwin X. Alderman. prosecute. 

Griswold argued that (lie Williams saM Federal trial < *'riswoJd said heetmld ** 
privacy rights of innocent judges art “nor equipped or sure the Court that a fuil 

parties overheard or men- r qualified** to sort out from disclosure rule would force 

tioned in the eavesdropped masses of lo^s. rran.-cripts discontinuance of most pro<- 

recorrfs dictated the need and recordings the material ecu! ions in C3*es related to 

for more limited disclosure. that is relevant to the de- natconai security. Hr said he 

Griswold satd trial Judges frns*. questioned the need to dis- 

should screen the material Only a defendant am! his close security tfformntioji 
both for “Irrelevant** data -cuua-el can appreciate even in confidence to trial 


and possibly Information fte whether agents picked up in- judges. 






